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Abstract 
This study is a phase in the development of a larger study in which we will identify a number of predictors of domestic violence. 
Therefore, in this research, we intend to highlight a number of predictors of domestic violence. Our results indicate that the level 
of education and occupational status are significant predictors of domestic violence, while self-esteem and verbal hostility do not 
have predictive power on this phenomenon. We also noticed that there is a significant difference in the verbal hostility and self-
esteem among women victims of domestic violence and women affected by this phenomenon. 
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1. Introduction 
The concept of family violence refers to acts of violence and abuse by a family member over another (Kashani & 
Allan, 1998).  Women and children are often in great danger in the place where they should feel safe: within the 
family. For many, “home” implies a regime of terror and violence from someone who should be close to them, in 
whom they should trust. Thus, people who are abused suffer not only physically but also mentally. They are unable 
to make their own decisions, to express their views and to protect both themselves and their children for fear of 
further repercussions. Their rights are denied and their lives are trapped in the constant threat of violence. 
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2. Premises 
Violence against women is a manifestation of historically unequal power relations between men and women, 
which have led to domination over and discrimination against women by men and to the disruption of the full 
development of women. Violence against women and girls continues to be a global epidemic that kills, as well as 
tortures and mutilates - physically, psychologically, sexually and economically. It is one of the most pervasive ways 
of human rights violation, denying to women and girls equality, security, dignity, worth, and their right to enjoy 
fundamental freedoms. Violence against women is present in every country, crossing cultural, social, educational, 
income, ethnicity and age boundaries. Even though most companies prohibit violence against women, the reality is 
that violations against women rights are often sanctioned. 
While the effects of physical abuse are more visible than the psychological “scars”, repeated insults and 
humiliations can lead to isolation, limiting the social mobility. Also, the denial of access to economic resources is a 
much more subtle and insidious form of violence against women. The fact that the psychological abuse is not visible 
at the level of body makes it difficult to define and report it, leaving the woman in a situation where she often feels 
destabilized and powerless. 
Lawyers and human rights experts have argued that physical, sexual and psychological abuse, sometimes fatal, is 
comparable to torture both in terms of nature and severity. This may be intentional, with the purpose of intimidating, 
punishing and controlling the identity and behaviour of women. This occurs in situations where a woman may seem 
free to leave, but is held captive by fear of further violence against her and her children and the lack of resources, 
family support, legal and community assistance (United Nations ECOSOC,1996). The validity and reliability of the 
available data are critical in determining the magnitude of the problem and in identifying the priority areas of 
intervention. On the other hand, shame, fear of the existence of side effects, lack of information on legal rights, lack 
of confidence or fear of the legal system and the legal costs involved make women reluctant to report incidents of 
domestic violence. 
There are various types of domestic violence. A growing number of studies confirm the prevalence of physical 
violence in  all  parts  of  the  globe.  Estimates  show  that  between  20%  and  50%  of  women  in  each  country  have  
experienced domestic violence (WHO,1996).  Sexual abuse and rape by the husband in most countries are not 
considered crimes. Also, in many societies, women do not consider forced sex with their partner as rape. They start 
from the assumption that, once the marriage is concluded, the husband has unlimited rights over the wife. Surveys in 
many countries show that between 10% and 15% of women reported that they were forced by their husbands to have 
sexual intercourse (Heise, Pitanguy & Germaine, 1994). Psychological violence is more difficult to include in 
quantitative studies, making difficult the in-depth analysis of hidden faces of emotional abuse. People who have 
suffered emotional and psychological abuse, or who have lived in terror, claimed that such abuse is much harder to 
bear than the physical one. Psychological abuse leads to stress and even suicide attempts. A close correlation was 
found between psychological and emotional abuse and suicide attempts in studies conducted in the United States. A 
woman who is emotionally abused has a 12 times greater probability of suicide than a woman who is not subject to 
such abuse (United Nations, 1989).  In the U.S., about 35% - 40% of women undergoing abuse have attempted 
suicide  (Back, Post & D'Arcy, 1982). 
The killing of women by those who mistreat them is another phenomenon that should be considered when 
discussing domestic violence. Researches from Australia, Bangladesh, Canada, Kenya, Thailand and the United 
States have examined the incidence of murder in the domestic sphere. (United Nations ECOSOC,1996).  In 1991, a 
comparative analysis of women killed by their husbands showed that Russian women have a 2.5 times higher 
probability of being killed than in the USA. In their turn, women in the U.S. have a 2 times higher probability of 
being killed than those in Western Europe countries (UNICEF, 1999). Forced prostitution or other exploitation by 
male partners or parents is another form of violence against women and children reported worldwide. Needy 
families, being unable to support their children, often sell their children, which can then be forced into prostitution. 
Very often, a young woman is sent to work as caretaker, and in this case she can be physically and sexually 
exploited by her employer. In South Africa, child prostitution is increasing and has become an activity increasingly 
more organized. In poor rural areas of Thailand, poverty has given rise to the phenomenon of servitude for debt. It is 
believed that it is the duty of the daughter to sacrifice herself for the welfare of her family. 
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In societies that place a higher value to children, discrimination against female children can take extreme forms 
such as selective abortions and female infanticide. In India, a recent study has reported 10,000 cases of infanticide of 
female children annually. In many countries, discrimination leading to neglecting young girls is the biggest cause of 
illness and deaths among girls aged between two and five years. Girls in developing countries receive less food than 
boys, and they are more likely to suffer a mental or physical disability or can even die as a result of poor nutrition. 
Less access to health services exacerbates also the much higher death rate among girls. Selective abortion, female 
infanticide and differential access to food and medical care have led to the phenomenon known as the “missing 
millions” of women and girls. An estimated 60 million women simply lack of population statistics. In other words, 
there are about 60 million fewer women alive than it would be expected based on general demographic trends. 
3. Objectives 
This study aims at conducting a comparative analysis among women who are victims of domestic violence and 
women who have experienced episodes of violence in the family. This study is a phase in the development of a 
larger study in which we will identify a number of predictors of domestic violence. Therefore, in this research, we 
intend to highlight a number of predictors of domestic violence. 
4. Hypothesis 
In conducting this research, we proposed a set of three hypotheses, in accordance with the objectives mentioned 
above: there are a number of descriptive variables that are significant predictors of domestic violence (employment 
status, level of education), self-esteem has a predictive power of domestic violence, the verbal hostility level is 
higher in women victims of domestic violence and is also an important predictor of violence. 
5. Variables 
We used as the dependent variable the presence / absence of domestic violence. As independent variables, we 
used the occupational status (employed / housewife), the level of education, self-esteem and the level of verbal 
hostility. 
6. Subjects 
The  group  of  subjects  is  composed  of  140  women  aged  between  23  and  32  years.  Of  the  140  women,  68  are  
victims of domestic violence and 72 have experienced episodes of violence within the family. Also, 56 of the 
women are rural and 84 are urban. 
7. Research instruments  
History questionnaire includes a series of questions the answers of which intend to build a profile of the subject 
(age, education level, employment status, marital status, etc.). The information obtained by applying this 
questionnaire will be a set of predictors of domestic violence. 
To assess the verbal hostility, we used the scale in the hostility questionnaire proposed by Buss and Perry. This 
scale contains 11 items, and the score is significantly when it is more than 7 points. Subjects respond to the 11 items 
with true or false. For example: “I often disagree with people,” “When I argue I tend to raise my voice,” “When 
someone offends me I do the same.” 
To assess self-esteem, we used the Rosenberg questionnaire, consisting of 10 items; each item is rated on a scale 
from 1-4, the minimum value representing the total consent of the subject, and the maximum value representing its 
total disagreement. The final score is obtained by adding the points obtained to the 10 items. 
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8. Results interpretation  
Of the 140 women, 59 are housewives and 81 have a job. Of the 68 women who are victims of domestic 
violence, 41 are housewives and 27 have a job; of the 72 women who have not experienced domestic violence, 54 
are employed and 18 are housewives. 
Regarding the educational level, of the 140 subjects, 16 have a middle school diploma, 68 a high school diploma 
and 56 a university diploma. Of the 68 women who are victims of domestic violence, 15 have a secondary school 
diploma, 34 a high school diploma and 19 a university diploma and of the 72 women who have not experienced 
domestic violence, one has completed the secondary school, 34 the high school and 37 have a university diploma. 
Regarding the verbal hostility level, the average is 5.40 (liminf95% = 4.99; limsup95% = 5.81), SD = 2.43. For 
individuals who are victims of domestic violence, the verbal hostility average score is 5.88 (liminf95% = 5.23; 
limsup95% = 6.54), SD = 2.70. For subjects who are not victims of domestic violence, the verbal hostility average 
score of 4.94 (liminf95% = 4.46; limsup95% = 5.43), SD = 2.06, SE = 0.24. Independent samples t test indicates a 
significant difference between the two groups of subjects regarding the verbal hostility (t = -2.31, p <0.05; 
liminf95% = -0.13; limsup95% = -1.74 d = 0.40). 
Regarding the self-esteem level, the average is 23.74 (liminf95% = 22.97; limsup95% = 24.52), SD = 4.63. For 
individuals who are victims of domestic violence, the self-esteem average scores are 21.65 (liminf95% = 20.69; 
limsup95% = 22.61), SD = 3.96. For subjects who are not victims of domestic violence, the self-esteem average 
score is 25.72 (liminf95% = 24.70; limsup95% = 26.75), SD = 4.36. Independent samples t test indicates a 
significant difference between the two groups of subjects in terms of level of hostility (t = 5.77, p <0.05; liminf95% 
= 2.67; limsup95% = 5.47, d = 0.94). 
In the first step, we will make a prediction on the domestic violence using the professional status as an 
independent variable. In this case, the model is valid (p <.05). Statistical results are: 
x B = 0.68 (SE = 0.10), p<0.05. 
x R2 = 0.49. 
x Odds ratio = 0.58, 95% CI 0.48-0.69. 
In the second step, we make a prediction on the domestic violence using the education level as an independent 
variable. In this case the model is valid (p <.05). Statistical results are: 
x B = 0.60 (SE = 0.32), p<0.05. 
x R2 = 0.44. 
x Odds ratio = 1.86, 95% CI 1.04-3.42. 
In conclusion, we can say that the employment status and education level are significant predictors of domestic 
violence. 
In a further step, we will make a prediction on the domestic violence using as independent variable the self-
esteem level. The model is valid (p <0.05), and the statistical results are: 
x B = 0.39 (SE = 0.02), p> 0.05. 
In conclusion, the self-esteem level does not prove to be a significant predictor of domestic violence. 
In a last step, we will make a prediction on the domestic violence using as independent variable the verbal 
hostility. The model is valid (p <0.05), and the statistical results are: 
x B = 0.21 (SE = 1.62), p> 0.05. 
In conclusion, the level of verbal hostility proves to be a significant predictor of domestic violence. 
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Table – Statistical significance of predictors 
Variable Statistically significance 
Employment status Significant 
Education level Significant 
Self-esteem Not significant 
Verbal hostility Not significant 
9. Conclusions 
There is not only one factor to explain the violence perpetrated against women. A number of cultural and social 
factors determine women to still remain vulnerable to domestic violence: historical, socio-economic factors, control 
over the female sexuality, belief in the superiority of men, legislation and cultural sanctions that have traditionally 
denied women and children an independent legal and social status. 
Our results indicate that the level of education and occupational status are significant predictors of domestic 
violence, while self-esteem and verbal hostility do not have predictive power on this phenomenon. We also noticed 
that there is a significant difference in the verbal hostility and self-esteem among women victims of domestic 
violence and women affected by this phenomenon.  
10. Further directions 
In some environments, social perception, stereotypes and gender bias against women would characterize her as 
being fragile, vulnerable, weak, defenceless and without the right to decide in her own family. Often women indulge 
in the role of victim and even maintain the abuse relationship by dependency from the abuser. Therefore, the 
identification of domestic violence becomes difficult and the opportunities for prevention and intervention are 
limited. 
Domestic violence is an issue of topical interest in the context of contemporary society. In a society where 
morality and values seem to be outdated, in a society where violence and aggression have become apparently normal 
ways of communication and interpersonal relationships, the analysis and study of this problem become a real 
necessity. 
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